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Central Intelligence Agency

Director of Personnel STATIMTL

Washington, D.C. 20505

8 March 1976

Dear Sir;
I am an Agency retiree, My retirement was effective in August 197L.

I refer to two Comptroller General's decisions, B-183086, dated 5 December 1975
and B-184990, dated 20 February 1976. I believe that I am entitled to compen-
sation under these two decisions.

I was detailed to a GS~12 slot from the period June 1968 to 1 April 1970 and
received neither the temporary pay of a GS-~12, nor a promotion to GS~12 as a
result of performing in a satisfactory manner while detailed in that position.
In accordance with these two cited Comptrollert's decisions, I helieve that I
am entitled to elther the retroactive pay for the period or to a retroactive
promotion.

While I am unable to cite specific dates or dispatch or cable numhers, in which
my supervisor requested that I be assigned to the GS5-12 slot, and in which Head-
quarters approved my being detailed into the GS=-12 slot, both the request and
the approval occurred between the dates of 1 June 1968 and 31 December 1968.

In any case I assumed the responsibhilities of the G5=12 slot upon the departure
of my predecessor in the slot on or about 1 June 1968 and remained in this slot
until 1 April 1970, when I departed from that post.

I learned, only recently, that being assigned for such a lengthy period of time
to a higher grade slot, without either temporary compensation or a promotion, was
contrary to estahlished U, S. Govermment policy. I would be most appreciative if
you could let me know as soon as possible what your decision in this matter is,
since the six-year time limit will be running out shortly, and, I am writing this
letter to claim compensation within the allowable=six~year limit so that I may
appeal, should I receive a negative response from you.

I have not idemtified the location of the above clted case, but if you wish any
further information from me, either call me by telephone at [ |or write
me at my address, which appears at the top of this letter,

Sincerely,

STAT
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